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Abstract:
Objectives. To identify youth subgroups based on lifestyle, BMI, and sociodemographic
characteristics and examine the association between group membership and prediabetes/diabetes
(preDM/DM) status.
Methods. We analyzed data from 1,278 adolescents (ages 12-17) from the 2011-2018 National
Health and Nutrition Examination Surveys. PreDM/DM was defined using hemoglobin A1c
(≥5.7 mg/dL) and/or fasting plasma glucose (≥100 mg/dL). Latent class analysis of physical
activity, diet quality, screen time, and BMI identified subgroups, adjusted for sociodemographic
factors. Associations between class membership and preDM/DM were assessed using
survey-weighted logistic regression.
Results. Four classes emerged: High BMI and unhealthy lifestyle (37.5%), Healthy BMI and
physically active (25.3%), Healthy BMI and lifestyle (16.0%), and Average BMI and lifestyle
(21.8%). Youth in other classes had lower odds of preDM/DM compared to the High BMI and
unhealthy lifestyle class, especially the Healthy BMI and active class (aOR=0.556, 95%
CI=0.327-0.946).
Conclusions. Youth at risk of preDM/DM were from heterogeneous groups with varied lifestyle,
health, and socioeconomic characteristics.
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Introduction
Type 2 diabetes mellitus (DM) and prediabetes (preDM) are multifaceted conditions

influenced by various biological1,2 and epidemiological factors1,3,4, dietary patterns2,5, physical
activity2,6–8, and socioeconomic status9,10. Recent data reveal a surge in preDM/DM prevalence
among youth in the United States from 4.1% in 1999 to 22% in 201811, and the trend is only
projected to continue12,13. This is especially troubling due to its disproportionate impact on racial
and ethnic minority groups and those with limited socioeconomic resources, exacerbating
existing health disparities9,10. Early onset of preDM/DM poses heightened health and economic
burdens due to prolonged disease duration and increased susceptibility to other cardiometabolic
conditions14–16. Intervening in this pressing issue requires intensified research into the interplay
of multiple preDM/DM risk factors to inform better prevention strategies.

There is a large body of research addressing individual preDM/DM risk factors, such as
physical activity, body mass index (BMI), diet, and screen time among youth. Notably, studies
have shown strong associations between increased physical activity and reduced risk of
preDM/DM as well as benefits in managing these conditions once developed6,7. Higher BMI and
unhealthy dietary patterns have emerged as significant indicators of preDM/DM
susceptibility1,4,5. The impact of screen time on preDM/DM risk remains unclear, with mixed
findings in the literature. While most studies indicate a potential correlation between excessive
screen time and preDM/DM risk17–20, others have found inconclusive or contradictory evidence21.
These studies, while useful, also have limitations by examining risk factors individually, despite
recognition that multiple factors likely work together to affect the risk of youth preDM/DM.

To address this gap, we applied latent class analysis (LCA) to a nationally representative
sample of youth with data on physical activity, diet, screen time, BMI, and sociodemographic
factors. LCA is a statistical method that categorizes individuals into latent groups with similar
observable characteristics22. LCA is, thus, advantageous to identify underlying subpopulations
based on preDM/DM risk factors.

The objectives of the study were to identify distinct subgroups characterized by unique
combinations of lifestyle factors and BMI using LCA and to examine the association between the
latent class membership and preDM/DM status. Discerning unique combinations of potential
preDM/DM risk factors may enhance our understanding of preDM/DM etiology and facilitate
targeted approaches for high-risk subgroups.

Methods
Study Population. This study utilized publicly available data from the National Health and
Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES), a nationally representative survey conducted by the
Center for Disease Control (CDC)23. We leveraged our pre-processed NHANES data from the
Prediabetes/diabetes in youth ONline Dashboard (POND)11 and restricted the sample with
additional requirements: (i) interviewed during cycles from 2011 to 2018, (ii) aged between 12
and 17 years, (iii) had non-zero and non-missing fasting plasma glucose survey weight, and (iv)
had complete data for variables of interest, for a final sample of 1,278 youth (Figure S1).

PreDM/DM outcome.We determined preDM/DM status based on criteria outlined by the
American Diabetes Association, where individuals with hemoglobin A1c of 5.7 mg/dL or
greater, and/or fasting plasma glucose of 100 mg/dL or greater were considered to be at risk of
preDM/DM1.
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Body Mass Index (BMI)
BMI percentiles were calculated from weight and height utilizing the SAS Program from the
CDC24, using the 2000 CDC BMI-for-Age Growth Charts. The percentiles were categorized in
accordance with established pediatric percentile cut-offs for the child’s specific age and sex. We
grouped BMI percentiles into three categories: underweight or normal (<85th%ile), overweight
(85th to 95th%ile), and obese (>95th%ile). Due to the small sample size (n=25, 2.0% of the
analytical sample) for the underweight group (BMI percentile<5th%ile), the underweight and
normal weight youth were collapsed into one group.

Physical activity
We assessed physical activity as a composite variable based on data availability through the
NHANES cycles23. From 2011-2016, physical activity was defined as self-reported moderate or
vigorous activity in hours per week. Moderate activities, such as walking, result in slight
increases in heart rate, while vigorous ones, such as running, lead to more significant increases25.
Participants reported the number of days and average minutes per day of each activity. We then
calculated average daily hours. For 2017-2018, an alternative question asked the number of days
per week participants were physically active for at least 60 minutes. We estimated that each day
corresponded to 60 minutes of physical activity, recognizing that this approximation may
underestimate the time for some (Table S1). The final physical activity variable was categorized
into survey-weighted quartiles with cut-offs at 0.18, 0.56, and 0.99 hours per day.

Diet quality
NHANES collects data on food eaten in the last 24 hours from two assessments26–28. We utilized
data from the first assessment to calculate the Health Eating Index (HEI) score, which measures
how well participants’ diets align with the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA)
dietary guidelines29. HEI scores range from 0 to 100. We calculated the overall HEI score
(HEI-2015) using SAS code provided by the USDA compatible with the NHANES Total
Nutrient (First Day) variables30. HEI scores were categorized into survey-weighted quartiles with
cut-offs at 35.70, 44.77, and 53.51.

Screen time
Screen time was estimated by self-reported average hours per day watching television or using
computers outside of school based on two questions. The first question asked average daily hours
spent watching television or videos over the preceding 30 days, and the second question asked
the same but of computer usage. The summation of these two components yielded the total
screen time hours per day. Screen time was categorized into survey-weighted quartiles with
cut-offs at 2.01, 4.17, and 7.20 hours per day.

Sociodemographic covariates. Given the importance of sociodemographic factors on
preDM/DM risk9, we included the following covariates: sex, race/ethnicity, family poverty
income ratio (PIR), and insurance status. Family PIR is defined as the ratio of family income to
the federal poverty level based on family size and state of residence31, with value below 1
indicating the family income is below the poverty line. PIR was categorized into four categories.
The first category comprises any PIR value below 1. The three subsequent categories pertain to
tertiles for the remaining sample. We categorized insurance status into four groups: private,
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government (excluding Medicaid and Children’s Health Insurance Program (CHIP)),
Medicaid/CHIP, and no insurance.

Statistical Analysis. Unless otherwise specified, all analyses accounted for NHANES complex
survey design, using fasting glucose subsample weight32.

We examined descriptive characteristics of the overall sample and by preDM/DM status and
latent class membership using median and interquartile range for continuous variables and
frequencies and percentiles for categorical variables. We compared characteristics across
subgroups using survey-weighted linear regression for continuous variables and Rao-Scott Chi
Square tests for categorical variables.

We conducted LCA using the poLCA package in R (version 4.2.2; R Core Team, 2022) to
identify distinct lifestyle and BMI subgroups. We tested unweighted LCA models including 2 to
6 classes, while adjusting for sex, race/ethnicity, family PIR, and insurance status. We
determined the optimal number of latent classes based on the lowest median Akaike information
criterion (AIC) determined from a bootstrap analysis of 100 runs, sampling with replacement, as
well as reasonable class sizes and interpretability. Once the optimal number of classes was
determined, we assessed the association between latent class membership (the exposure variable)
and the risk of preDM/DM (the outcome variable) using a survey-weighted logistic regression
model, while adjusting for the aforementioned covariates. To account for the uncertainty of the
class membership assignment, we also conducted a sensitivity analysis using the Bolck, Croon,
and Hagenaars (2004) (BCH) three-step approach33.

Results
Study population characteristics. Table 1 displays the survey-weighted characteristics overall
and by preDM/DM status. Both groups showed similar distribution in terms of median age in
years (14.2 and 14 for youth with and without preDM/DM). The racial-ethnic distribution was
also comparable between the groups, with the majority being Non-Hispanic White (55.1% for
preDM/DM and 53.2% for non-preDM/DM). Economic characteristics, as indicated by family
PIR and health insurance status, were similar between the groups. Youth with preDM/DM had a
higher proportion of males (66.2% vs. 41.8%, p-value<0.0001) and a higher prevalence of
obesity (34.2% vs. 19.0% in the non-preDM/DM group). Additionally, we observed a notable
increase in prevalence across survey cycles, from 23.3% to 41.6%.

Latent classes by BMI and lifestyle variables.We identified that four latent classes best
delineated distinct health and activity profiles among our sample: High BMI and unhealthy
lifestyle (n=479 (37.5%)), Healthy BMI and physically active (n=316 (25.3%)), Healthy BMI
and lifestyle (n=205 (16.0%)), and High BMI and average lifestyle (n=278 (21.8%)) (Figure S2).
The class names were based on estimated class-conditional response probabilities (Fig. 1) and
were corroborated by the distributions in the sample (Table 2). For instance, youth in the two
“high BMI” classes had 0.34 and 0.31 probabilities of obesity and 0.47 and 0.5 probabilities of
normal weight. In contrast, youth in the two “healthy BMI” classes had 0.78 and 0.67
probabilities of being normal weight and only 0.11 and 0.16 probabilities of obesity.
Accordingly, the obesity prevalence shown in Table 2 was above 30% for the two “high BMI”
classes while below 15% for the two “healthy BMI” classes.
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Youth in the “unhealthy lifestyle” class had 0.64 and 0.67 probabilities of below median diet
quality and physical activity, respectively. They also had a 0.44 probability of having the highest
screen time and zero probability of the lowest screen time (Fig. 1). Descriptively in Table 2,
48.8% of youth in this group had the highest quartile of screen time, compared to less than 23%
in the other three latent classes.

Youth in the “Healthy BMI and physically active” class distinguished themselves as the most
active class with a 0.54 probability of being in the highest physical activity quartile. In Table 2,
58.4% of youth in the “physically active” class fell into the highest quartile of activity, while the
proportion ranged from 11.3% to 27.8% in the other three classes.

Latent classes by sociodemographic variables. The distribution of covariates also varied based
on class membership assignment (Table 2). “Physically active” youth predominantly had private
insurance (59.7%) and fell in the 2nd tertile of family PIR (42%). Amongst those with a
“Healthy BMI and lifestyle”, 74.3% of the youth fell in the highest tertile of the poverty income
ratio (PIR), and 68.9% were covered by private insurance. In terms of racial and ethnic
composition, those in the two “Healthy BMI” classes were more likely to identify as
Non-Hispanic White (62.5% and 66.1%, respectively). Those in the “Healthy BMI and lifestyle”
class were least likely to identify as being from a racially/ethnically minoritized background.
In contrast, the “High BMI and unhealthy lifestyle” class contained the highest proportion of
Non-Hispanic Black youth (17.6%) and moderate socioeconomic characteristics with 34.2%
covered by Medicaid or CHIP and 69.8% falling in the first and second PIR tertiles. The “High
BMI and average lifestyle” class was composed primarily of racial and ethnic minorities with
47.2 % Hispanic and 13.7% non-Hispanic Black youth. This class also had the lowest
socioeconomic status of the four classes; 73.1% of youth fell below the poverty line, and 56.3%
were covered by Medicaid or CHIP.

It is important to note the enormous sex differences among classes. Those in the “Healthy BMI
and physically active” class contained predominantly male youth (95.3%, Table 2). This differs
greatly from the class with a “Healthy BMI and lifestyle” which included only 6.7% male youth.

Association between class membership and youth preDM/DM status. Using youth in the
“High BMI and unhealthy lifestyle” class as the reference, we found reduced odds of
preDM/DM risk in the other three classes, both before and after adjusting for sociodemographics
and survey cycles (Table 3). In the unadjusted model, significant associations were observed for
those with a “Healthy BMI and lifestyle” (OR = 0.309, 95% CI [0.167-0.572]) and for those with
a “High BMI and average lifestyle” (OR = 0.570, 95% CI [0.372-0.872]), but not for those in the
“Healthy BMI and physically active” class (OR = 0.936, 95% CI [0.590-1.486]). In the adjusted
model, a significant association was only found for youth in the “Healthy BMI and physically
active” class (aOR = 0.556, 95% CI [0.327-0.946]). The associations were not significant in the
“Healthy BMI and lifestyle” (aOR = 0.459, 95% CI [0.209-1.008]) and the “High BMI and
average lifestyle” classes (aOR = 0.676, 95% CI [0.417-1.097]).

Similar results were found using the 3-step BCH-approach (Figure S3), where we found four
comparable classes. Youth with preDM/DM risk had significantly lower odds of belonging to the
“Healthy BMI and lifestyle” (aOR=0.38, 95% CI [0.18-0.83]), “Healthy BMI and physically
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active” (aOR=0.56, 95% CI [0.27-1.18]), and “High BMI and average lifestyle” (aOR=0.46,
95% CI [0.22-0.97]) classes.

Discussion
Applying latent class analysis to a nationally representative sample, we found youth aged

12-17 years can be grouped into four distinct classes based on their BMI, physical activity, diet,
screen time, and sociodemographic factors. More importantly, youth in these four groups also
differed in their odds of having preDM/DM. Youth in the “High BMI and unhealthy lifestyle
habits” class were most likely to have preDM/DM, indicating that co-occurrence of high BMI
and poor lifestyle habits may carry the highest risk of preDM/DM, while low risk of preDM/DM
may present in heterogeneous combinations of BMI and lifestyle characteristics. The interplay
between lifestyle behaviors, BMI, sociodemographic factors and preDM/DM risk underscores
the complex nature of the disease and the need for comprehensive and tailored preventive
strategies.

Classes were categorized based on their distribution within this population, but when
compared with national recommendations, even our “healthiest” categories fell short. Youth aged
6-17 should engage in at least 1 hour per day of moderate to vigorous exercise18, but only 27.8%
of youth in this study met this recommendation. Diet quality was poor in this study with only our
highest quartile having an HEI score of 54 out of 100, with 100 representing meeting all existing
recommendations. The amounts of screen time seen in this study were extremely high, with the
lowest quartile at 2 hours per day and the highest over 7 hours, without considering additional
time spent using the computer or electronics for educational purposes.

Considering that youth generally did not meet standard health recommendations, it is
unsurprising that regardless of class, the prevalence of preDM/DM remained strikingly high,
ranging from 15.8% to 37.7%. The potential physical, economic, and psychological burden of
DM can be substantial, and having preDM at such an early age increases health and economic
burden long-term16.

It is well-documented that racial and ethnic minorities and low-income families suffer
poorer health outcomes and face higher risks of preDM/DM9,10. Two thirds of the youth in the
“healthy BMI” categories identified as Non-Hispanic White. Meanwhile those in the “high BMI”
categories had higher proportions of Hispanic and Non-Hispanic Black identifying youth, and
nearly three quarters of the youth in the “High BMI and average lifestyle” class were from
households that fell below the poverty line, and nearly a quarter were not covered by insurance at
all. Potential explanations for these between class differences are likely multifactorial and may
include limited access to healthier lifestyle choices and healthcare and increased disease burden
stemming from perpetuating cycles of disadvantage and limited opportunities for socioeconomic
advancement9,10.

Consistent with the high risk of preDM/DM among male youth reported in the
literature34, we found that the “Healthy BMI and physically active” class was almost entirely
male (95.3%) but had the second-highest prevalence of preDM/DM. This contrasted sharply with
the closely related “Healthy BMI and lifestyle” class, which had the lowest preDM/DM
prevalence among the four classes and only 7% males. Despite being more active, the
“physically active” class had a substantially greater risk of preDM/DM, likely driven by the
predominance of male sex. This suggests that to reduce preDM/DM among boys, efforts
focusing on factors other than physical activity might be more effective.
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Our study has a few limitations. The cross-sectional nature of NHANES data limited the
ability to establish causality. Many of the variables included were based on self-reported data,
which are subject to recall and response bias. The questionnaire wording changes across survey
cycles introduced some limitations in the estimate of physical activity. Screen time only captured
the use of TV and computers but not smartphones or other electronic screens, which have
increasingly become the dominant mode of screen time among youth in particular35. Future
research should utilize longitudinal designs and objective measures of lifestyle behaviors to
validate our findings.

Conclusion
Our study revealed subgroups of youth with different lifestyle, health, and socioeconomic

characteristics and their associated preDM/DM risk. The identification of these heterogeneous
subgroups may reflect the complexity of the multifactorial nature of preDM/DM. Our study also
reinforces the importance of adopting healthy lifestyle behaviors, including regular physical
activity, limited screen time, and healthy dietary practices, in preventing preDM/DM, but
suggests that strategies may need to be tailored for different groups. Findings highlight the
potential of targeted interventions to reduce preDM/DM risk, with consideration of which
combinations of lifestyle, BMI, and socioeconomic factors may be most important for specific
groups.
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Table 1. Survey weighted study population characteristics by preDM/DM status, NHANES
2011-2018.

Overall Without preDM/DM With preDM/DM
P-Value(n=1,278) (n=878, (n=400,

wgt % = 68.7) wgt % = 31.3)
Age (years) 14.2 (12.6, 15.5) 14.2 (12.6, 15.6) 14 (12.7, 15.4) 0.397
Sex <0.0001

Male 619 (49.4) 365 (41.8) 254 (66.2)
Female 659 (51.6) 513 (58.2) 146 (33.8)

Race/ethnicity 0.711
Hispanic 392 (22.1) 276 (22.4) 116 (21.5)

Non-Hispanic White 367 (54.5) 250 (55.1) 117 (53.2)
Non-Hispanic Black 312 (13.9) 209 (13) 103 (15.8)

Other 207 (9.6) 143 (9.6) 64 (9.6)
Family Poverty Income Ratio (PIR) 0.514

Below poverty (PIR <= 1) 393 (21.6) 270 (21.1) 123 (22.6)
1st tertile (1 < PIR < 1.85) 337 (22.5) 228 (22.6) 109 (22.1)

2nd tertile (1.85 <= PIR < 3.60) 309 (30.3) 207 (29) 102 (33.3)
3rd tertile (3.60 <= PIR) 239 (25.6) 173 (27.3) 66 (22)

Insurance status 0.537
Private 473 (44.9) 329 (44.8) 144 (45.1)

Government 215 (19) 146 (19.9) 69 (17)
Medicaid/CHIP 469 (28.1) 317 (26.8) 152 (30.9)
No insurance 121 (8) 86 (8.5) 35 (6.9)

Body Mass Index (BMI) 0.0001
Underweight or normal weight (BMI %ile < 85th) 736 (58.4) 540 (62.4) 196 (49.6)

Overweight (85th BMI %ile < 95th) 217 (17.8) 160 (18.6) 57 (16.2)
Obese (95th ≤ BMI %ile) 325 (23.8) 178 (19) 147 (34.2)

Healthy Eating Index (HEI) 0.082
1st quartile (HEI < 35.70) 309 (25.4) 202 (23.8) 107 (28.8)

2nd quartile (35.70 ≤ HEI < 44.77) 326 (24.5) 226 (25) 100 (23.4)
3rd quartile (44.77 ≤ HEI < 53.51) 319 (24.9) 213 (23.6) 106 (28)

4th quartile (53.51 ≤ HEI) 324 (25.2) 237 (27.6) 87 (19.8)
Physical activity hours per day 0.395

1st quartile (hours < 0.18) 350 (24.3) 249 (25.8) 101 (21)
2nd quartile (0.18 ≤ hours < 0.56) 315 (24) 211 (23) 104 (26.4)
3rd quartile (0.56 ≤ hours < 0.99) 286 (23.9) 187 (22.9) 99 (26)

4th quartile (0.99 ≤ hours) 327 (27.8) 231 (28.3) 96 (26.6)
Screen time hours per day 0.222

1st quartile (hours < 2.01) 302 (25.1) 216 (25.9) 86 (23.3)
2nd quartile (2.01 ≤ hours < 4.17) 310 (23.5) 224 (25.1) 86 (20)
3rd quartile (4.17 ≤ hours < 7.20) 325 (25.4) 214 (23.7) 111 (29)

4th quartile (7.20 ≤ hours) 341 (26) 224 (25.2) 117 (27.6)
Survey Cycle 0.0007

2011-2012 353 (26.6)a 264 (76.8) 89 (23.2)
2013-2014 351 (23.9) 265 (75.2) 86 (24.8)
2015-2016 307 (25.9) 196 (63.9) 111 (36.1)
2017-2018 267 (23.5) 153 (58.4) 114 (41.6)

aPercentages for survey cycle are presented as column percents rather than row percents for more meaningful interpretation purposes.
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Table 2. Survey weighted study population characteristics by the identified four latent classes, NHANES
2011-2018.

Overall
High BMI and

unhealthy lifestyle
High BMI and
average lifestyle

Healthy BMI and
lifestyle

Healthy BMI and
physically active

P-Value
(n=1,278) (n=479, (n=278, (n=205, (n=316,

%=37.5) %=21.8) %=16.0) %=25.3)
PreDM/DM 400 (31.3) 177 (37.7) 71 (25.7) 39 (15.8) 113 (36.2) 0.0001
Age (years) 14.2 (12.6, 15.5) 14.3 (12.8, 15.6) 13.7 (12.4, 15.3) 14.2 (12.4, 15.5) 14.2 (12.7, 15.4) 0.397
Sex < 0.0001

Male 619 (49.4) 197 (41.7) 96 (33.8) 23 (6.7) 303 (95.3)
Female 659 (50.6) 282 (58.3) 182 (66.2) 182 (93.3) 13 (4.7)

Race/ethnicity < 0.0001
Hispanic 392 (22.1) 141 (22.4) 149 (47.2) 18 (5.5) 84 (18.8)

Non-Hispanic White 367 (54.5) 141 (51.5) 56 (32.6) 61 (66.1) 109 (62.5)
Non-Hispanic Black 312 (13.9) 136 (17.6) 50 (13.7) 36 (8.7) 90 (12.7)

Other 207 (9.6) 61 (8.5) 23 (6.6) 90 (19.7) 33 (6)
Family Poverty Income Ratio (PIR) .

Below poverty (PIR ≤ 1) 393 (21.6) 122 (18.8) 215 (73.1) 0 (.) 56 (11)
1st tertile (1 < PIR < 1.85) 337 (22.5) 177 (32.4) 59 (25.4) 12 (2.9) 89 (21)

2nd tertile (1.85 ≤ PIR < 3.60) 309 (30.3) 147 (37.4) 4 (1.5) 52 (22.8) 106 (42)
3rd tertile (3.60 ≤ PIR) 239 (25.6) 33 (11.4) 0 (.) 141 (74.3) 65 (25.9)

Insurance status < 0.0001
Private 473 (44.9) 151 (36.7) 19 (8.1) 144 (68.9) 159 (59.7)

Government 215 (19) 86 (20) 31 (11.1) 38 (22.2) 60 (19.9)
Medicaid/CHIP 469 (28.1) 202 (34.2) 163 (56.3) 17 (7) 87 (18.7)
No insurance 121 (8) 40 (9) 65 (24.5) 6 (1.9) 10 (1.7)

Body Mass Index (BMI) < 0.0001
Underweight or normal weight (BMI

%ile < 85th) 736 (58.4) 207 (44.1) 146 (50.8) 166 (77.6) 217 (68.1)

Overweight (85th BMI %ile < 95th) 217 (17.8) 95 (20.4) 47 (18.5) 20 (12.7) 55 (17.6)
Obese (95th ≤ BMI %ile) 325 (23.8) 177 (35.5) 85 (30.7) 19 (9.6) 44 (14.3)

Healthy Eating Index (HEI) < 0.0001
Q1 (HEI < 35.70) 309 (25.4) 159 (34.3) 38 (11.7) 24 (11.4) 88 (30.7)

Q2 (35.70 ≤ HEI < 44.77) 326 (24.5) 169 (33.5) 62 (25.5) 34 (18.3) 61 (16.6)
3rd quartile (44.77 ≤ HEI < 53.51) 319 (24.9) 75 (16) 88 (31) 67 (31.1) 89 (28.9)

4th quartile (53.51 HEI) 324 (25.2) 76 (16.2) 90 (31.7) 80 (39.3) 78 (23.8)
Physical activity hours per day .

Q1 (hours < 0.18) 350 (24.3) 159 (32.1) 137 (47.8) 54 (26.9) 0 (.)
Q2 (0.18 ≤ hours < 0.56) 315 (24) 182 (37.3) 47 (17.9) 57 (24.4) 29 (10.4)
Q3 (0.56 ≤ hours < 0.99) 286 (23.9) 91 (19.3) 36 (11.8) 58 (31.7) 101 (31.1)

Q4 (0.99 ≤ hours) 327 (27.8) 47 (11.3) 58 (22.5) 36 (16.9) 186 (58.4)
Screen time hours per day .

Q1 (hours < 2.01) 302 (25.1) 0 (.) 117 (44.8) 82 (42.3) 103 (34.9)
Q2 (2.01 ≤ hours < 4.17) 310 (23.5) 62 (13.5) 88 (29.1) 49 (22.1) 111 (34.1)
Q3 (4.17 ≤ hours < 7.20) 325 (25.4) 188 (37.7) 12 (3.5) 45 (23.5) 80 (23)

Q4 (7.20 ≤ hours) 341 (26) 229 (48.8) 61 (22.6) 29 (12.1) 22 (8)
Survey Cycle 0.061

2011-2012 353 (26.6) 102 (18.6) 89 (32) 71 (33.2) 91 (29.5)
2013-2014 351 (23.9) 123 (24.4) 95 (27.6) 50 (19.7) 83 (24.1)
2015-2016 307 (25.9) 127 (27.7) 61 (24.8) 41 (23) 78 (26.1)
2017-2018 267 (23.5) 127 (29.3) 33 (15.6) 43 (24.2) 64 (20.3)
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Table 3. Association between preDM/DM and identified four latent classes

Model Group Odds Ratio 95% Confidence Interval P-Value

Adjusted

High BMI and unhealthy lifestyle ref. lower upper
High BMI and average lifestyle 0.676 0.417 1.097 0.111
Healthy BMI and lifestyle 0.459 0.209 1.008 0.052
Healthy BMI and physically active 0.556 0.327 0.946 0.031

Crude

High BMI and unhealthy lifestyle ref.
High BMI and average lifestyle 0.570 0.372 0.872 0.0105
Healthy BMI and lifestyle 0.309 0.167 0.572 0.0003
Healthy BMI and physically active 0.936 0.590 1.486 0.776
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Figure 1. Class-specific probabilities of BMI and lifestyle behavior categories in the four identified latent classes.
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